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II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

There are no appeals or interferences known to Appellants, the Appellants' 
legal representative, or assignee which will directly affect or be directly affected by or 
have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal. 

m. STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 29-54 are pending in the Application. Claims 29-54 stand rejected. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No after Final amendments have been made. 

V. SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

In one embodiment a method providing network (FIG. 21, element 102) 
attached storage (NAS) services comprises four steps. 

In step 1, a distributed processing system (FIG 21, element 2100) is 
configured by coupling a multiplicity of distributed devices (FIG 21, devices in 
element 2104) using a network (FIG 21. element 102), wherein each of the 
distributed devices is enabled by a client agent program (operating in devices in 
element 2104) to process first workloads for the distributed processing system (FIG. 
21, element 2100). 

In step 2, the client agent program is configured to have a software-based 
NAS component to assess unused or under-utilized storage resources in selected 
distributed devices (NAS client devices 108A-108C) fi*om the multiplicity distributed 
devices (FIG 21, element 2104). 

In step 3, a representation by the software-based NAS component is generated 
that the selected distributed devices are each NAS devices having an available 
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amount of storage resources selected from the unused and under-utilized storage 
resources (identified from step 3). 

In step 4, data storage and access workloads are processed for the distributed 
processing system by accessing data from or storing data into portions of the 
available amounts of storage resources of the selected distributed devices (FIG 21, 
NAS client devices 108A-108C) to provide the NAS services to client devices (FIG 
21, user devices 152A-152C) coupled to the network (FIG 21, element 102). 

VL ISSUES 

1. Claims 29-38 and Claims 42-51 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C 
§1 02(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,601,101 to Lee et al hereafter {Lee), 

2. Claims 39-41 and 52-54 stand rejected under 35 aS.C § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lee, 

VII. ARGUMENT 

1. Claims 29-38 and Claims 42-51 are not properly rejected under 35 
aS,a §102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent 6,601,101 to Lee et al hereafter 
{Leel 

Claims 29-30 and 42-43 . Claim 29 is directed to a method providing network 
attached storage (NAS) services comprising four steps. In step 1, a distributed 
processing system is configured by coupling a multiplicity of distributed devices 
using a network, wherein each of the distributed devices is enabled by a client agent 
program to process first workloads for the distributed processing system. In step 2, 
the client agent program is configured to have a software-based NAS component to 
assess unused or under-utilized storage resources in selected distributed devices from 
the multiplicity distributed devices. In step 3, a representation by the software-based 
NAS component is generated that the selected distributed devices are each NAS 
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devices having an available amount of storage resources selected from the unused and 
under-utilized storage resources. In step 4, data storage and access workloads are 
processed for the distributed processing system by accessing data from or storing data 
into portions of the available amounts of storage resources of the selected distributed 
devices to provide the NAS services to client devices coupled to the network. 

The Applicant respectfully asserts that the Examiner, in his belief that Lee 
teaches the second step of the present invention, failed to see that the present 
invention recites the step "configuring the client agent program to have a software- 
based (NAS) component and to assess u nused or under-utilized resources in the 
selected distributed devices." The Examiner stated that Lee teaches "configuring the 
client agent program to have a software-based (NAS) component and to access 
unused or under-utilized resources in the selected distributed devices." The present 
invention recites assessing (evaluate, judge, appraise) and not accessing (right of 
entry, admission). The present invention and the Examiner's assertion are clearly 
different. Therefore, the Examiner is relying upon an incorrect factual predicate in 
making his rejection. In re Rouffet, 47 U.S.P.Q. 2d 1453, 1455 (Fed. Cir. 1998). 

The present invention is directed to configuring distributed devices coupled to 
a network (enabled by a client agent program to process workloads for the distributed 
processing system) and then configuring the client agent program to assess under or 
unutilized storage resources in the selected distributed devices from the distributed 
devices . Lee teaches the configuration of a network using dedicated NAS devices 
wherein access to the networked NAS devices is transparent to a user (the user does 
not need to know where his data is stored). The present invention configures a 
representation of NAS devices using distributed devices wherein the client agent 
assesses what unused storage resources are available in the selected distributed 
devices. Lee does not teach or suggest step 2) of the present invention. 

Since Lee does not teach or suggest step 2) of the present invention, then Lee 
does not disclose every aspect of the present invention as required. Therefore, the 
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Applicant asserts that the Examiner has failed to make a prima facie case of 
anticipation. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 29 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above 
arguments. 

Claim 30 depends from Claim 29 and contains all the limitations of Claim 29. 
The Examiner rejected Claims 30 using the same reasoning relative to Claim 29. 
Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 30 under 35 
U.S,Q § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and 
for the same reasons as Claim 29. 

Claim 42 is an apparatus claim implementing the method steps of Claim 29. 
The Examiner rejected Claim 42 for the same reasons as Claim 29. Therefore, the 
Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 42 under 35 U.S,C, § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and for the same 
reasons as Claim 29. 

Claim 43 is dependent from Claim 42 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
42. Claim 43 adds the same limitations to Claim 43 as Claim 30 adds to Claim 29. 
The Examiner rejected Claim 43 for the same reasons as Claim 29. Therefore, the 
Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 43 under 35 UXC, § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and for the same 
reasons as Claim 42 and Claim 29. 

Claims 31 and 44. Claim 3 1 is dependent from Claim 29 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 29. Claim 31 adds the limitation that at least one of the selected 
distributed devices is enabled by the client agent program to ftmction as a location 
distributed device to store location information for data stored by the selected 
distributed devices. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the 
invention of Claim 29. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of 
Claim 31 under 35 U.S.Q § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the 
above arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 29. 
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Claim 44 is dependent from Claim 42 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
42. Claim 44 adds the limitation that at least one of the selected distributed devices is 
enabled by the client agent program to function as a location distributed device to 
store location information for data stored by the selected distributed devices. The 
Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 42. 
Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 44 under 35 
U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and 
for the same reasons as Claim 42 and Claim 29. 

Claims 32 and 45 . Claim 32 is dependent from Claim 31 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 31. Claim 32 adds the step of enabling the location distributed 
device to receive data storage and access requests from the client devices coupled to 
the network and to direct the client devices to the selected distributed devices storing 
the requested data. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the 
invention of Claim 3L Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of 
Claim 32 under 35 U.S.Q § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the 
above arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 31 and Claim 29. 

Claim 45 is dependent from Claim 44 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
44. Claim 45 adds the limitation that the location distributed device is enabled to 
receive data storage and access requests from the client devices coupled to the 
network and to direct the client devices to the selected distributed devices storing the 
requested data. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the 
invention of Claim 44. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of 
Claim 45 under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the 
above arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 44 and Claim 29. 

Claims 33 and 46, Claim 33 is dependent from Claim 32 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 32. Claim 33 adds the step of managing the NAS services at 
least in part utilizing at least one centralized server system. The Applicant has shown 
that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 32. Therefore, the 
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Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 33 under 35 U.S.C, §102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and for the same 
reasons as Claim 32 and Claim 29. 

Claim 46 is dependent from Claim 45 and contains all the limitations as Claim 

45. Claim 46 adds the limitation that the NAS services are managed at least in part 
utilizing at least one centralized server system. The Applicant has shown that Lee 
does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 45. Therefore, the Applicant 
respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 46 under 35 U.S.C, § 1 02(e) as being 
anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and for the same reasons as 
Claim 45 and Claim 29. 

Claims 34 and 47. Claim 34 is dependent from Claim 33 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 33. Claim 34 adds limitation that the centralized server system 
downloads the NAS component to the client agent programs in the distributed 
devices. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of 
Claim 33. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 34 
under 35 U,S,C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above 
arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 33 and Claim 29. 

Claim 47 is dependent from Claim 46 and contains all the limitations as Claim 

46. Claim 47 adds the limitation that the centralized server system downloads the 
NAS component to the client agent programs in the distributed devices. The 
Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 46. 
Therefore, the Applicant respectfiiUy asserts the rejection of Claim 47 under 35 
U.S,C. § 1 02(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and 
for the same reasons as Claim 46 and Claim 29. 

Claims 35 and 48> Claim 35 is dependent from Claim 33 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 33. Claim 35 adds limitation that the centralized server system 
stores location information for data stored in the selected distributed devices and at 
least in part directs the client devices to the distributed devices storing the requested 
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data. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of 
Claim 33. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 35 
under 35 U.S.Q § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above 
arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 33 and Claim 29. 

Claim 48 is dependent from Claim 46 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
46. Claim 48 adds the limitation that the centralized server system stores location 
information for data stored in the selected distributed devices and at least in part 
directs the client devices to the distributed devices storing the requested data. The 
Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 46. 
Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 48 under 35 
U.S.G § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and 
for the same reasons as Claim 46 and Claim 29. 

Claims 36 and 49> Claim 36 is dependent from Claim 35 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 35. Claim 36 adds the step of utilizing the centralized server 
system to receive data storage and access requests from the client devices and to route 
data storage and access workloads to the selected distributed devices based in part 
upon individual capabilities of the selected distributed devices, wherein the individual 
capabilities are stored in a capabilities database coupled to the centralized server 
system. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of 
Claim 35. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 36 
under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above 
arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 35 and Claim 29. 

Claim 49 is dependent from Claim 48 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
48. Claim 49 adds the limitation that the centralized server system is utilized to 
receive data storage and access requests from the client devices and to route data 
storage and access workloads to the selected distributed devices based in part upon 
individual capabilities of the selected distributed devices, wherein the individual 
capabilities are stored in a capabilities database coupled to the centralized server 
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system. The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of 
Claim 48. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 49 
under 35 U,S,C, § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above 
arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 48 and Claim 29. 

Claims 37 and 50« Claim 37 is dependent from Claim 29 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 29. Claim 37 adds the limitation that the network is the Internet. 
The Applicant has shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 
29. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 37 under 35 
U.S.C. § J 02(e) as being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and 
for the same reasons as Claim 29. 

Claim 50 is dependent from Claim 42 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
42. Claim 50 adds the limitation that the network is the Internet. The Applicant has 
shown that Lee does not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 42. Therefore, the 
Applicant respectfully asserts the rejection of Claim 50 under 35 U.S.C § 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Lee is traversed by the above arguments and for the same 
reasons as Claim 42 and Claim 29. 

Ciaims 38 and 51, Claim 38 is dependent from Claim 29 and contains all the 
limitations as Claim 29. Claim 38 adds the step of managing storage resources for the 
selected distributed devices using a storage priority control that facilitates full use of 
the available amounts of storage resources. The Applicant has shown that Lee does 
not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 29. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully 
asserts the rejection of Claim 38 under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee 
is traversed by the above arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 29. 

Claim 51 is dependent from Claim 42 and contains all the limitations as Claim 
42. Claim 51 adds the limitation that the storage resources are managed for the 
selected distributed devices using a storage priority control that facilitates full use of 
the available amounts of storage resources. The Applicant has shown that Lee does 
not teach or suggest the invention of Claim 42. Therefore, the Applicant respectfully 
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asserts the rejection of Claim 51 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Lee 
is traversed by the above arguments and for the same reasons as Claim 42 and Claim 
29. 

2. Claims 39-41 and 52-54 are not properly rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lee. 

The Examiner states that Lee teaches all the limitations of Claims 38 and 51. 
The Applicant asserts that Lee fails to teach the step of "configuring the client agent 
program to have a software-based NAS component to assess unused or under-utilized 
storage resources in selected distributed devices fi-om the multiplicity distributed 
devices." in independent Claim 29. Thus, the Examiner failed to show that Lee 
teaches or suggests this step and thus fails to make a prima facie case of obviousness 
for Claim 38 that depends from Claim 29. The Examiner states that Lee fails to 
explicitly teach the method including the limitation of Claims 39, 40 and 41. 
However, the Examiner takes "official notice" that the limitations of Claims 39, 40, 
and 41 are old and well known in the art without giving any support for this "official 
notice." Regardless of the "official notice", the Applicant asserts that the Examiner's 
failure to make a prima facie case of obviousness for Claim 38 that depends fi-om 
Claim 29 renders the "official notice" moot. 

However, the Applicant reminds the Examiner that "official notice" without 
documentary evidence to support the Examiner's conclusion is permissible only in 
some circumstances. See MPEP 2144.03. Official notice unsupported by 
documentary evidence should only be taken by the Examiner where the facts asserted 
to be well-known, or to be common knowledge in the art are capable of instant and 
unquestionable demonstration as being well known. Assertion of technical facts in 
areas of esoteric technology or an assertion of specific knowledge of the prior art 
must always be supported by citation to some reference work recognized as standard 
in the pertinent art. In reAhlert, 424 R2d at 1091, 165 USPQ at 420-421. See also In 
re Grose, 592 F.2d 1161, 1167-68, 201 USPQ 57, 63 (CCPA 1979). The Applicant 
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asserts that the cited limitations of Claims 39, 40, and 41 do not qualify as knowledge 
that is capable of instant and unquestionable demonstration as required by MPEP 
2144.03. 

The Examiner rejected Claims 52-54 or the same reasons as Claims 39-41. 
Therefore the Applicant asserts that the rejections of Claims 39-41 and Claims 52-54 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lee are traversed by the above 
arguments. 

Respectfully submitted, 

WINSTEAD SECHREST & MINICK P.C. 




P.O. Box 50784 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
(512) 370-2851 
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APPENDIX 



1 29. A method providing network attached storage (NAS) services comprising: 

2 configuring a distributed processing system by coupling a multiplicity of 

3 distributed devices using a network, wherein each of the distributed devices is enabled by 

4 a client agent program to process workloads for the distributed processing system; 

5 configuring the client agent program to have a software-based NAS component to 

6 assess unused or under-utilized storage resources in selected distributed devices from the 

7 multiplicity distributed devices; 

8 generating a representation by the software-based NAS component that the 

9 selected distributed devices are each NAS devices having an available amount of storage 

10 resources selected fi-om the unused and under-utilized storage resources; and 

11 processing data storage and access workloads for the distributed processing 

12 system by accessing data fi:*om or storing data into portions of the available amount of 

13 storage resources of the selected distributed devices to provide the NAS services to client 

14 devices coupled to the network. 

1 30, The method of claim 29, wherein the client agent program enables at least one of the 

2 selected distributed devices to operate as a stand-alone dedicated NAS device. 

1 31. The method of claim 29, wherein the client agent program enables at least one of the 

2 selected distributed devices to function as a location distributed device to store location 

3 information for data stored by the selected distributed devices. 

1 32. The method of claim 31, fiirther comprising enabling the location distributed device 

2 to receive data storage and access requests fi-om the client devices coupled to the network 

3 and to direct the client devices to the selected distributed devices storing the requested 

4 data. 
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1 33. The method of claim 32, further comprising managing the NAS services at least in 

2 part utilizing at least one centralized server system. 

1 34. The method of claim 33, wherein the centralized server system downloads the NAS 

2 component to the client agent programs in the distributed devices. 

1 35. The method of claim 33, wherein the centralized server system stores location 

2 information for data stored in the selected distributed devices and at least in part directs 

3 the client devices to the distributed devices storing the requested data. 

1 36. The method of claim 35, further comprising utilizing the centralized server system to 

2 receive data storage and access requests from the client devices and to route data storage 

3 and access workloads to the selected distributed devices based in part upon individual 

4 capabilities of the selected distributed devices, wherein the individual capabilities are 

5 stored in a capabilities database coupled to the centralized server system. 

1 37. The method of claim 29, wherein the network is the Litemet. 

1 38. The method of claim 29, further comprising managing storage resources for the 

2 selected distributed devices using a storage priority control that facilitates full use of the 

3 available amounts of storage resources. 

1 39. The method of claim 38, wherein the storage priority control comprises a parameter 

2 selectable through one of the client devices. 

1 40. The method of claim 39, wherein the storage priority control comprises storage 

2 priority level schemes that prioritize data storage and deletion. 

1 41. The method of claim 39, wherein the storage priority control comprises a priority 

2 marking directly given to data or files. 

1 42, A system for providing network attached storage (NAS) services comprising: 
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2 a distributed processing system configured by coupling a multiplicity of 

3 distributed devices using a network, wherein each of the multiplicity distributed devices 

4 are enabled by a client agent program to process workloads for the distributed processing 

5 system; and 

6 a software-based NAS component operating within each of the client agent 

7 programs, wherein the software-based NAS component assesses unused storage resources 

8 of the multiplicity distributed devices, allocates an available amoimt of unused storage 

9 resources in selected distributed devices fi"om the multiplicity distributed devices, 

10 generates a representation that the selected distributed devices are each NAS devices 

1 1 having the available amount of storage resources, and processes data storage and access 

12 workloads in the selected distributed devices-for the distributed processing system by 

13 accessing data from and storing data into portions of each of the available amounts of 

14 unused storage resources in the selected distributed devices to provide the NAS services 

1 5 to client devices coupled to the network. 

1 43. The system of claim 42, wherein the client agent program enables at least one of the 

2 selected distributed devices to operate as a stand-alone dedicated NAS devices. 

1 44. The system of claim 42, wherein the client agent program enables at least one of the 

2 selected distributed devices to fiinction as a location distributed device to store location 

3 information for data stored by the selected distributed devices. 

1 45. The system of claim 44, fiarther comprising enabling the location distributed device 

2 to receive data storage and access requests from the client devices coupled to the network 

3 and to direct the client devices to the selected distributed devices storing the requested 

4 data. 

1 46. The system of claim 45, fiirther comprising managing the NAS services at least in 

2 part utilizing at least one centralized server system. 
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1 47. The system of claim 46, wherein the centralized server system downloads the NAS 

2 component to the client agent programs in the distributed devices. 

1 48. The system of claim 46, wherein the centralized server system stores location 

2 information for data stored in the selected distributed devices and at least in part directs 

3 the client devices to the distributed devices storing the requested data. 

1 49. The system of claim 48, further comprising utilizing the centralized server system to 

2 receive data storage and access requests from the client devices and to route data storage 

3 and access workloads to the selected distributed devices based in part upon individual 

4 capabilities of the selected distributed devices, wherein the individual capabilities are 

5 stored in a capabilities database coupled to the centralized server system. 

1 50, The system of claim 42, wherein the network is the Internet. 

1 51. The system of claim 42, further comprising managing storage resources for the 

2 selected distributed devices using a storage priority control that facilitates full use of the 

3 available amounts of storage resources. 

1 52. The system of claim 51, wherein the storage priority control comprises a parameter 

2 selectable through one of the client devices. 

1 53. The system of claim 52, wherein the storage priority control comprises storage 

2 priority level schemes that prioritize data storage and deletion. 

1 54. The system of claim 52, wherein the storage priority control comprises a priority 

2 marking directly given to data or files. 

Austin 1 289798V. 1 
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The Director is hereby authorized to: (check all that apply) 
I II Charge fee(s) indicated below 

Charge fee(s) indicated below, except for the filing fee 

fyi Charge any additional fee(s) or underpayments of fee(s) 
1=1 under 37 CFR 1.16 and 1.17 

/] Credit any overpayments 



2. EXTRA CLAIM FEES 
Fee Description 

Each claim over 20 

Each independent claim over 3 

Multiple dependent claims 

For Reissues, each claim over 20 and 

more than in the original patent 
For Reissues, each independent claim 

more than in the original patent 





Small Entity 


Fee (S) 


Fee it) 


50 


25 


200 


100 


360 


180 


50 


25 


200 


100 



Total Claims Extra Claims 

-20 orHP= 



Fee Fee Paid f$) 



HP = highest number of total daims paid for, if greater than 20 
Indep. Claims Extra Claims Fee ($) Fee Paid ($) 

- 3 or HP = x = 



HP = highest number of independent daims paid for. if greater than 3 
IWultiple Dependent Claims Fee ($) Fee Paid ($) 



to the above-identified deposit account. 
I I Other (please identify): 



Subtotal (2) $_ 



WARNING: Infomnation on this form may become public. Credit card 
information should not be included on this form. Provide credit card 
information and authorization on PTO-2038. 



3. OTHER FEES 
Fee Description 

1 -mondi extension of time 



Small Entity 
Fee ($) Fee ($) Fee PaidfS) 

60 



FEE CALCULATION 



1. BASIC FILING FEE 




Small Entity 


Fee Description 


Feem 


Fee ($) 


Utility Filing Fee 


790 


395 


Design Filing Fee 


350 


175 


Plant Filing Fee 


550 


275 


Reissue Filing Fee 


790 


395 


Provisional Filing Fee 


160 


80 



Fee Paid(^) 



120 

2- month extension of time 450 225 

3 - month extension of time 1 ^020 5 1 0 

4- month extension of time 1 ^590 795 

5 - month extension of time 2,160 1,080 
Information disclosure stmt, fee I80 180 
37 CFR 1.1 7(q) processing fee 50 50 
Non-English specification 130 130 
Notice of Appeal 500 250 
Filing a brief in support of appeal 500 250 
Request for oral hearing 1 ^OOO 500 
Other: 



250 



>itKt9talJiy$_ 



Subtotal (3) $ 250 



SUBMITTED BY 




Signature 



Registration No. 
(Attorney/Agent) 



36.571 



Telephone 5i2.370.2851 



Name (Print/Type; 



Date September 22, 2005 , 



This collection of infomfatiofi is rejjdfredfcy 37 CFR 1.136jJbcinTorrnation is required to otrtain or retain a benefit by the public which is to file (and by the 
USPTO to process) an appii^u&\. Confc dentiajjl aue^tyverned by 35 U.S.C. 122 and 37 CFR 1.14. This collection is estimated to take 30 minutes to complete, 
including gathering, preparing, and submitting the completed application fonm to the USPTO. Time will vary depending upon the individual case. Any comments 
on the amount of time you require to complete this form and/or suggestions for reducing this burden, should be sent to the Chief Information Officer, U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office, U.S. Department of Commerce, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. DO NOT SEND FEES OR COMPLETED FORMS TO THIS 
ADDRESS. SEND TO: Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria, VA 22313-1450. 

If you need assistance in completing the form, call 1-800-PTO-9199 and select option 2. 



